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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant amendment of 10-18-05 traversed rejections of Claims 1 - 27. 
Currently, claims 1-27 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 26 and 27 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being in public use as evidenced by "Surfing; 
[Cook/Dupage/Fox Valley/Lake/McHenry Edition]; Daily Herald; Arlington Heights, 
III; Dec 6, 1999 and Odigo.com web pages of May 10, 2000 captured via the 
WayBackMachine (archieve.org) and hereafter collectively referred to as "Odigo". 

Please note that each of the NPL documents pre-date the filing of the applicant's 
invention by 1 year. 

Regarding Claim 1 and related claims 10 and 19 (previously amended), Odigo teaches 
a method and system for providing enhanced online shopping experiences to online 
shoppers for automatic association of two or more online shoppers, said method 
comprising the steps of: searching a list of concurrently online shoppers according to a 
set of search criteria, said shoppers each contemporarily being a user of a common 
virtual shopping resource, said shoppers being otherwise disassociated with each other 
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(see at least pages 1 - 8 and 11 - 13); notifying a first online shopper that at least one 
other concurrently online shopper meets said search criteria; and automatically 
associating said first online shopper with said one or more concurrently online shoppers 
meeting said criteria (see at least pages 1 - 2 and 7 - 9). 



Regarding Claim 3 and related claims 12 and 21 (original), Odigo teaches a method 
wherein said step of searching a list of concurrently online shoppers according to a set 
of search criteria comprises searching by an online shopper name criteria (Page 5 and 

9). 

Regarding claim 4 and related claims 13 and 22, Odigo teaches a method wherein said 
step of searching a list of concurrently online shoppers according to a set of search 
criteria comprises searching by an online shopper position criteria (Page 7). 



Regarding claim 8 and related claims 17 and 26, Odigo teaches a method wherein said 
step of automatically associating said first online shopper with said one or more 
concurrently online shoppers comprises establishing a communications session 
between said online shoppers (Pages 7 and 11). 



Regarding claim 9 and related claims 18 and 27, Odigo teaches a method wherein said 
step of establishing a communications session between said online shoppers further 
comprises making a record of said communications session (pages 7 and 11). Please 
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note that Odigo does not specifically disclose recording the communication session. 
However, it is old and well known that these chat/communications sessions can and are 
saved in a database, which is effectively a recording. In this manner, the individuals will 
be able at a later to review their online chat sessions as necessary. 

Claims 2, 11 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Odigo as applied to claims 1 and 19 above, and further in view 
of Wong (US 6,708,172). 

Odigo discloses and teaches substantially the applicant's invention. 

However, the combination does not specifically disclose and teach a method and 
system wherein said step of notifying a first online shopper comprises providing a buddy 
position indicator on a graphical map of an online shopping mall. 

On the other hand and in the same area of concurrently online shoppers and regarding 
Claim 2 and related claims 1 1 and 20 (original), Wong teaches a method wherein said 
step of notifying a first online shopper comprises providing a buddy position indicator on 
a graphical map of an online shopping mall (see at least Col 23, lines 36 - 67 and Col 
24, lines 1-3). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art a the tie of the invention to 
have provided the method and system of Odigo with the method and system of Wong to 
have enabled a method and system wherein said step of notifying a first online shopper 
comprises providing a buddy position indicator on a graphical map of an online 
shopping mall. Odigo discloses a method and system for searching for and notification 
and associating with other concurrently online shoppers who match a buddy list. Wong 
discloses a method and system wherein said step of notifying a first online shopper 
comprises providing a buddy position indicator on a graphical map of an online 
shopping mall (see at least page). Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to extend Odigo with a method and system wherein said step of 
notifying a first online shopper comprises providing a buddy position indicator on a 
graphical map of an online shopping mall. In this manner, the online shoppers will be 
able to physically locate each other and thereby enjoy companionship during a 
shopping session. 

Claims 5, 6, 14, 15 and 23 - 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Odigo as applied to claims 1,10 and 19 above, and further in 
view of Banks (US 2002/0095465 A1). 



Odigo discloses and teaches substantially the applicant's invention. 
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However, Odigo does not specifically disclose and teach a method and system wherein 
said step of searching a list of concurrently online shoppers according to a set of search 
criteria comprises searching by an online shopper interest term criteria or a method 
wherein said step of searching a list of concurrently online shoppers according to a set 
of search criteria comprises searching by an online shopper position proximity criteria. 

On the other hand and regarding claim 5 and related claims 14 and 23, Banks teaches 
a method wherein said step of searching a list of concurrently online shoppers 
according to a set of search criteria comprises searching by an online shopper interest 
term criteria (Page 4, Para 0064). 

Regarding claim 6 and related claims 15 and 24, Banks teaches a method wherein said 
step of searching a list of concurrently online shoppers according to a set of search 
criteria comprises searching by an online shopper position proximity criteria (Page 4, 
Para 0064). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have provided the method and system of with the method and system of Banks to 
have enabled a method and system wherein said step of searching a list of concurrently 
online shoppers according to a set of search criteria comprises searching by an online 
shopper interest term criteria or a method wherein said step of searching a list of 
concurrently online shoppers according to a set of search criteria comprises searching 
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by an online shopper position proximity criteria. Odigo discloses a method and system 
for searching for and notification and associating with other concurrently online 
shoppers who match a buddy/friends list. Banks discloses a method and system 
wherein said step of searching a list of concurrently online shoppers according to a set 
of search criteria comprises searching by an online shopper interest term criteria or a 
method wherein said step of searching a list of concurrently online shoppers according 
to a set of search criteria comprises searching by an online shopper position proximity 
criteria (see at least Abstract and Para 0060 and 0064). Therefore, one of ordinary skill 
in the art would have been motivated to extend Odigo with a method and system 
wherein said step of searching a list of concurrently online shoppers according to a set 
of search criteria comprises searching by an online shopper interest term criteria or a 
method wherein said step of searching a list of concurrently online shoppers according 
to a set of search criteria comprises searching by an online shopper position proximity 
criteria. Thereby, the online shopper can locate and communicate with individuals of 
similar tastes, which will include more meaningful recommendations for other online 
shopping sites. 

Claims 7, 16 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Odigo as applied to claims 1,10 and 19 above, and further in 
view of Ferreira (US 2001/0034661 A1). 



Odigo substantially discloses and teaches the applicants invention. 



Application/Control Number: 09/864,113 
Art Unit: 3625 



Page 8 



While Odigo does disclose automatically associating of online shoppers, the reference 
does not specifically discloses and teach a method and system wherein said step of 
automatically associating said first online shopper with said one or more concurrently 
online shoppers comprises setting position coordinates for both shoppers to equivalent 
values. 

On the other hand in the same area of online method and systems and regarding claim t 
7 and related claims 16 and 25, Ferreira teaches a method and system wherein said 
step of automatically associating said first online shopper with said one or more 
concurrently online shoppers comprises setting position coordinates for both shoppers 
to equivalent values (see at least Abstract and Figures 4, 5 and 16). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to have provided Odigo with the a method and system of Ferreira to have enabled a 
method and system wherein said step of automatically associating said first online 
shopper with said one or more concurrently online shoppers comprises setting position 
coordinates for both shoppers to equivalent values. Odigo discloses a method and 
system for searching for and notification and associating with other concurrently online 
shoppers who match a buddy list. Ferreira disclose a method and system wherein said 
step of automatically associating said first online shopper with said one or more 
concurrently online shoppers comprises setting position coordinates for both shoppers 
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to equivalent values (Abstract and Figures 4, 5 and 16). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have extended Odigo with a method and 
system wherein said step of automatically associating said first online shopper with said 
one or more concurrently online shoppers comprises setting position coordinates for 
both shoppers to equivalent values. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 10-18-05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Odigo does not disclose or teach that users/shoppers are 
not "otherwise disassociated". 

First, the Applicant did not specifically define nor even use the word 
"disassociated" in the their specification. In that regard and in a reasonably broad 
interpretation of the word "disassociated" and as defined by Merriam-Webster's 
Dictionary - "as detached from association", Odigo would teach that one online 
user/shopper is "detached" from another when the new friend/user/shopper is not aware 
of nor even know the other user/shopper previously - or is even that the other 
user/shopper is online. Moreover in the Applicant's specification examples, AOL 
buddies can add new friends to their list. In order for these two "new" friends to 
communicate via AOL Instant messaging with the others - they must have the same 
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software (i.e. AOL Instant Messaging) to communicate and thereby are associated in 
the AOL Instant Messaging community. In this case, Odigo members/users/shoppers 
can introduce themselves to a fellow Odigo user/shoppers, who they are not currently 
associated with - since new user/shopper/friend does not know the other as well as the 
"new" user/shopper is not even aware that the other user/shopper is online. For 
example, Odigo would teach one of ordinary skill the capability to find through "People- 
Finder" new friends and introduce oneself to another user/new friend/shopper- that 
currently does not know them or is even aware that they are on the internet (Page 1 , 3-5 
and 11-13). Thereby and prior to the introduction, the new users/shopper/friend is 
"detached" and "otherwise disassociated" from the other user/shopper. 

Please note that a "traverse" is a denial of an opposing party's 
allegations of fact. 1 The Examiner respectfully submits that applicants' 
arguments and comments do not appear to traverse what Examiner regards as 
knowledge that would have been generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made. Even if one were to interpret 
applicants' arguments and comments as constituting a traverse, applicants' 
arguments and comments do not appear to constitute an adequate traverse 
because applicant has not specifically pointed out the supposed errors in the 
examiner's action, which would include stating why the noticed fact is not 
considered to be common knowledge or well-known in the art. 27 CFR 



1 Definition of Traverse, Black's Law Dictionary, "In common law pleading, a traverse signifies a denial." 
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1.104(d)(2), MPEP 707.07(a). An adequate traverse must contain adequate 
information or argument to create on its face a reasonable doubt regarding the 
circumstances justifying Examiner's notice of what is well known to one of 
ordinary skill in the art. In re Boon , 439 F.2d 724, 728, 169 USPQ 231, 234 
(CCPA1971). 

If applicant does not seasonably traverse the well known statement during examination, 
then the object of the well known statement is taken to be admitted prior art. In re 
Chevenard, 139 F.2d 71, 60 USPQ 239 (CCPA 1943). MPEP 2144.03 Reliance on 
Common Knowledge in the Art or "Well Known" Prior Art. In view of applicants failure 
to adequately traverse official notice, the following is admitted prior art: 
Regarding claim 9 and related claims 18 and 27, Odigo teaches a method wherein said 
step of establishing a communications session between said online shoppers further 
comprises making a record of said communications session (pages 7 and 1 1 ). Please 
note that Odigo does not specifically disclose recording the communication session. 
However, it is old and well known that these chat/communications sessions can and are 
saved in a database, which is effectively a recording. In this manner, the individuals will 
be able at a later to review their online chat sessions as necessary. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rob Rhode whose telephone number is 571.272.6761. 
The examiner can normally be reached Monday thru Friday 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wynn Coggins can be reached on 571.272.7159. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, Va. 22313-1450 

or faxed to: 

571.273.8300 [Official communications; including 
After Final communications labeled 
"Box AF"] 
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[Informal/Draft communications, labeled 

"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"] 

RER 



